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costs. They also rightly worry that
power outages could hit the Common-
wealth in the coming months.

Washington Democrats pursued envi-
ronmental goals crafted by activists
with no sense of how the real economy
functions. They sidelined powerplants
that use cheap, reliable energy sources
without acknowledging that shortages
would occur when the wind doesn’t
blow or the Sun doesn’t shine. Inde-
pendent electricity reliability experts
have been sounding the alarm that
two-thirds—two-thirds—of the TUnited
States could endure electricity black-
outs this summer.

Then, Kentucky’s ongoing labor
shortage hit home during a meeting
with bourbon distillers in our famous
Bluegrass region. As the distillers ex-
plained to me, the programs imple-
mented by Washington Democrats in
their $2 trillion spending package last
year encouraged workers to exit the
workforce and stay on the sidelines.
The Commonwealth still has 20,000
fewer workers—20,000 fewer workers—
than we did before the pandemic. So
hamstrung by a lack of employees,
these Kentucky businessowners are
watching apprehensively as Wash-
ington Democrats debate another dose
of bad policies.

This time, our colleagues are report-
edly cooking up a trillion dollars in
massive tax hikes on things like small
businesses and domestic energy. When
you tax something, you get less of it.
That is the way it works. I don’t know
many Kentuckians who think America
needs fewer small business jobs or less
American energy. I am not certain
about the good people of West Virginia
either.

One estimate has found that almost
half of all the jobs in all of West Vir-
ginia are tied to small businesses, the

vast majority of which are
passthroughs. Half of all the jobs in the
entire State are provided by
passthroughs.

I can’t imagine the people of Penn-
sylvania or Ohio or a number of other
States are especially keen to have
fewer small business jobs, higher prices
passed on to consumers or less Amer-
ican energy either. Yet each of these
States and many others have a Senator
apparently keen—keen—to champion
these bad ideas.

The nonpartisan Joint Committee on
Taxation has proven that the policies
that Democrats are floating would
completely break President Biden’s
promise not to raise taxes on the mid-
dle class below $400,000. The JCT says
their bad ideas would create a tax hike
for more than a quarter of all Ameri-
cans who earn between $75,000 and
$100,000 and more than half of the peo-
ple earning between $100,000 and
$200,000. They are taking President
Biden’s promise not to raise taxes on
anybody below $400,000 and putting it
through the shredder—putting it
through the shredder.

This all-Democratic government has
already spent America into runaway
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inflation, and now—now—they want to
tax us into a recession.
U.S. SUPREME COURT

Mr. President, now on a different
matter, yesterday, I discussed the Su-
preme Court’s historic, courageous,
and correct decision in Dobbs, but that
landmark case was only part of the
most consequential Supreme Court
term in almost 70 years, since Brown
overturned Plessy in 1954.

For example, in the space of 1 week,
the Court took two huge leaps forward
for religious liberty. Two big steps to
restore and strengthen Americans’
First Amendment right to pray and
worship how they choose and raise
their kids accordingly.

Time and again, we have seen oppo-
nents of religious diversity argue that
government ought to discriminate
against faith-based undertakings and
organizations. These efforts have
spanned from the anti-Catholic Blaine
amendments of the 1800s to today’s ef-
forts by the secular left to chase reli-
gion out of the public square. We have
had Democratic politicians try to force
nuns to pay for birth control against
their will. Forty-nine of fifty Demo-
crats just voted for a radical bill that
would have forced faith-based hos-
pitals—listen to this—forced faith-
based hospitals to perform abortions
against their principles.

Last year, Washington Democrats
tried to pass a sweeping toddler take-
over that was written to squeeze out
faith-based childcare providers and sec-
ularize early childhood care in this
country. For goodness’ sake—for good-
ness’ sake—b5 years ago, a Lutheran
preschool in Missouri had to argue all
the way to the Supreme Court that it
deserved equal access to widely avail-
able funding for updating an outdoor
playground. Textbook anti-religious
discrimination. Fortunately, they won
easily 7 to 2. This is indeed a new Su-
preme Court.

Last month, the Court took another
landmark step. The case of Carson v.
Makin arose because the State of
Maine had established a school voucher
program that tried to uniquely dis-
criminate against faith-based schools.
In effect, the government was using
taxpayer money to nudge families
away from faith-based education and
toward secular private schools instead.

The Court rightly struck down that
law. Chief Justice Roberts explained
that Maine could not exclude accred-
ited and otherwise eligible schools
purely because they are religious. That
is not the government’s choice to
make. It is up to the parents.

A few days later, the Court issued an-
other important and commonsense rul-
ing. Joseph Kennedy, a high school
football coach from Washington State,
was fired—listen to this—simply be-
cause he quickly and quietly offered a
simple prayer on the field after the
game. He got fired for that. The man
was fired by government bureaucrats
for praying in our country.

The Court ruled for Coach Kennedy
under both the free speech and free ex-

July 12, 2022

ercise clauses of the First Amendment.
Thank goodness. In the process, Jus-
tice Gorsuch and his colleagues cleared
away many years of phony, made-up
legal tests that made our laws need-
lessly hostile to religion and turned
back to what the Constitution actually
says.

So the Court’s term was an exciting
one for Americans of faith who simply
want to be allowed to live out their
faiths and raise their kids. But this
was a win for the entire country.
Americans of any faith and no faith at
all can celebrate that we have a bril-
liant majority of originalist, textualist
Justices who will defend all of our con-
stitutionally guaranteed freedoms and
apply what the Bill of Rights actually
says.

In a better world, neither of these
commonsense rulings would have been
close calls or breaking news, but since
they were, they were very good news
indeed.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

U.S. SUPREME COURT

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, on June
24, the U.S. Supreme Court overturned
Roe v. Wade, returning the question of
abortion to the States and to the peo-
ple and their elected representatives.

The Supreme Court’s decision was an
affirmation of democracy, which had
been set aside by Roe in favor of a na-
tional abortion regime imposed upon
the entire country by a handful of ac-
tivist Justices. Roe took legislative
power out of the hands of the people
and put it in the hands of unelected
Justices on nonexistent constitutional
grounds. The Supreme Court’s decision
puts the question of abortion back in
the hands of the States and the people
and their elected representatives,
where it should always have been.

I am profoundly grateful for this de-
cision, most especially because of what
is at stake here, because the Roe deci-
sion was not a failure of constitutional
jurisprudence on some arcane point; it
was a failure that infringed on our
most fundamental rights as human
beings—in fact, on the fundamental
right: the right to life.

Roe not only allowed for but imposed
a regime that forced States to legalize
the killing of unborn human beings. So
the decision to overturn Roe not only
affirms democracy and repairs a con-
stitutional wrong, it allows for the
righting of a profound moral wrong:
the legal killing of unborn Americans.

The Supreme Court’s decision does
not, of course, make abortion illegal,
but it will finally—finally—allow those
States to choose to put in place protec-
tions for unborn children.
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